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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's amendments and arguments received have been entered and 
considered. Claims 6 and 9 have been cancelled. Claims 14-24 have been added. An 
examination of pending claims 1-5, 7-8, and 10-24 is herein presented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5, 7-8, 10, 12, and 14-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sumner (GB 2141457A) in view of Kornfalt et al. (US Patent 
6,517,935). 

a. 1 Regarding claim 1 , Sumner discloses a reversible molding (1 2) having a 
plurality of decorative faces, wherein the faces have the same shape (Fig. 1 ). 
While Sumner does not specifically disclose that the faces differ by texture, 
design, pattern or color, Sumner discloses that the molding (12) can be removed 
for decoration. However, it is notoriously well known in the art of molding that 
strips can be decorated on only one face. For example, Kornfalt et al. teaches a 
reversible molding having a plurality of decorative faces (Fig. 1) wherein the 
faces differ by texture, design and pattern due to one face being covered with a 
decorative laminate (column 2, lines 51-60). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Sumner to 
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of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Sumner to 
include a molding wherein one face is covered a laminate in order to create a 
different design, pattern and color, such as taught by Kornfalt et al., in order to 
create a more aesthetic molding. 

b. Regarding claim 2, Sumner discloses the invention as claimed except for 
the molding comprising a wood product selected from the group consisting of 
particle board, MDF, HDF, and veneered lumber. However, it is notoriously well 
known in the art that a molding can comprise a wood product. For example, 
Kornfalt et al. teaches that it is well known to produce molding strip comprising 
veneered lumber (column 1 , lines 5-10) or MDF (column 3, lines 35-40). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Sumner to 
comprise a molding of a wood product, such as taught by Kornfalt et al., in order 
to make the molding cheaply. Furthermore, it would have been a matter of 
obvious design choice to form the molding out of a wood, since it has been held 
to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on 
the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of obvious design 
choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

c. Regarding claims 3 and 5, Kornfalt et al. discloses that a decorative face 
comprises a laminate (1 ) (column 2, lines 42-50). 

d. Regarding claim 4, Kornfalt et al. discloses that the decorative face 
comprise a printed decor paper and an overlay of alpha-cellulose (column 2, 
lines 9-1 1 ; column 2, lines 61 -66). 
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e. Regarding claim 7, Sumner discloses that each of the faces is in the 
shape of a wall base molding (Fig. 1 ). 

f. Regarding claim 8, Sumner discloses that each of the faces is in the form 
of a base shoe (Fig. 1). 

g. Regarding claim 10, Sumner discloses the combination of a floor and wall 
joint in use with the reversible molding (Fig. 1 ; page 3, lines 1 14-124). 

h. Regarding claim 12, Sumner discloses that the combination of a floor and 
wall joint in use with the reversible molding and that the floor can be any type of 
covering (page 3, lines 1 15-120). While Sumner does not disclose that the floor 
is specifically a laminate floor, it is notoriously well known in the art that moldings 
can be used with laminate floors. For example, Kornfalt et al. teaches it is well 
known to use moldings with laminate flooring (column 1 , lines 10-11). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Sumner to use the 
molding on a laminate flooring, such as taught by Kornfalt et al., as laminate 
floors are very popular. Furthermore, it would have been a matter of obvious 
design choice to form the floor out of a laminate, since it has been held to be 
within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known material on the 
basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. 
In re Leshin, 125 USPQ416. 

i. Regarding claim 14, Sumner discloses a reversible molding (12) having a 
plurality of decorative faces, wherein the faces have the same shape (Fig. 1 ). 
While Sumner does not specifically disclose that the faces differ by texture, 
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design, pattern or color, Sumner discloses that the molding (12) can be removed 
for decoration. However, it is notoriously well known in the art of molding that 
strips can be decorated on only one face. For example, Kornfalt et al. teaches a 
reversible molding having a plurality of decorative faces (Fig. 1 ) wherein the 
faces differ by texture, design and pattern due to one face being covered with a 
decorative laminate (column 2, lines 51-60). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Sumner to 
include a molding wherein one face is covered a laminate in order to create a 
different design, pattern and color, such as taught by Kornfalt et al., in order to 
create a more aesthetic molding. 

j. Regarding claim 15, Sumner discloses the invention as claimed except for 
the molding comprising a wood product selected from the group consisting of 
particle board, MDF, and HDF. However, it is notoriously well known in the art 
that a molding can comprise a wood product. For example, Kornfalt et al. 
teaches that it is well known to produce molding strip comprising MDF (column 3, 
lines 35-40). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify Sumner to comprise a molding of a wood product, such as taught by 
Kornfalt et al., in order to make the molding cheaply. Furthermore, it would have 
been a matter of obvious design choice to form the molding out of a wood, since 
it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a 
known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of 
obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 
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k. Regarding claim 1 6, Sumner in view of Kornfalt et al. disclose the 
invention as claimed except for one of the faces comprising a foil. It would have 
been a matter of obvious design choice to form a face out of foil, since it has 
been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a known 
material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of obvious 
design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

I. Regarding claim 1 7, Kornfalt et al. discloses that one of the faces 
comprises a laminate (1 ) (column 2, lines 42-50). 

m. Regarding claim 18, Kornfalt et al. discloses that the decorative face 
comprise a printed decor paper and an overlay of alpha-cellulose (column 2, 
lines 9-1 1 ; column 2, lines 61 -66). 

n. Regarding claim 19, Kornfalt et al. discloses that the laminate comprises 
hard abrasive resistant particles (abstract). 

o. Regarding claim 20, offering a reversible molding is inherently one method 
of reducing molding inventories. Sumner discloses a reversible molding (12) 
having a plurality of decorative faces, wherein the faces have the same shape 
(Fig. 1 ). While Sumner does not specifically disclose that the faces differ by 
texture, design, pattern or color, Sumner discloses that the molding (12) can be 
removed for decoration. However, it is notoriously well known in the art of 
molding that strips can be decorated on only one face. For example, Kornfalt et 
al. teaches a reversible molding having a plurality of decorative faces (Fig. 1) 
wherein the faces differ by texture, design and pattern due to one face being 
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covered with a decorative laminate (column 2, lines 51-60). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Sumner to include a molding wherein one face is covered a laminate in 
order to create a different design, pattern and color, such as taught by Kornfalt et 
al. f in order to create a more aesthetic molding, 
p. Regarding claim 21; Kornfalt et al. discloses that one of the faces 
comprises a laminate (1 ) (column 2, lines 42-50). 

q. Regarding claim 22, Sumner discloses at least one face is in the shape of 
a wall base molding (Fig. 1 ). 

r. Regarding claims 23 and 24, Sumner discloses that at least a second one 
of the faces in is the form of a base shoe (Fig. 1 ). 
3. Claims 1,11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hovde (US Patent 4,557,096) in view of Kornfalt et al. (US 6,51 7,935). 

a. Regarding claim 1, Hovde discloses a reversible molding (26) having a 
plurality of decorative faces, wherein the faces have the same shape (Fig. 6). 
While Hovde does not specifically disclose that the faces differ by texture, 
design, pattern or color, it is notoriously well known in the art of molding that 
strips can be decorated on only one face. For example, Kornfalt et al. teaches a 
reversible molding having a plurality of decorative faces (Fig. 1 ) wherein the 
faces differ by texture, design and pattern due to one face being covered with a 
decorative laminate (column 2, lines 51-60). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hovde to 
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include a molding wherein one face is covered a laminate in order to create a 
different design, pattern and color, such as taught by Kornfalt et al., in order to 
create a more aesthetic molding. 

b. Regarding claim 1 1 , Hovde discloses the molding in combination with a 
ceiling and wall joint (Fig. 6). 

c. Regarding claim 13, Hovde discloses the molding in combination with at 
least one wall panel (27) and at least one ceiling panel (14). While Hovde does 
not disclose the wall panel and the ceiling panel comprising laminate, it would 
have been a matter of obvious design choice to form the panels out of laminate, 
since it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select 
a known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of 
obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5, 7-8 and 10-24 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Elizabeth A. Plummer whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-2246. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8:30- 
5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl Friedman can be reached on (571) 272-6842. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



EAP 
W 




PRIMARY EXAMINER 
GROUP 3W^^ 



